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Written five-year (2006-2010) strategy approved by EPA 
in September 2005.

Directs resources primarily towards statewide stream, 
lake, wetland, and fish tissue monitoring programs 
(Kansas groundwater program suspended in 2002).

Emphasizes targeted monitoring designs for 303(d) list 
and TMDL development purposes.

Emphasizes probabilistic monitoring designs for 305(b) 
assessment and 303(d) screening purposes.

Reserves capacity for special water quality studies 
(e.g., NPDES permits, bioindicator development, water 
quality criteria, emergency responses, NRDAs).
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Experience gained through State participation in EPA 
Region VII EMAP initiative (KDWP), National Wadeable 
Streams Assessment (KDHE), and workshops hosted 
by Central Plains Center for Bioassessment.

Routine probabilistic stream monitoring program 
launched by KDHE this year (field operations 
scheduled for July, August, and September).

Approximately 50 randomly selected sites scheduled 
for visitation this year (200 sites every four years).

Emphasis on benthic macroinvertebrate (including 
unionid mussel) assemblages, water chemistry, 
instream habitat, and landscape variables.

Currently working with EPA-Corvallis to resolve 
remaining sampling frame and design issues.
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Precision, CY 2004
(based on five sets of 
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mean difference:

standard deviation:
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Class A: Historical reference condition

Class B: Minimally disturbed reference condition

Class C: Fully supportive of designated aquatic life use

Class D: Partially supportive of designated aquatic life use

Class E: Non-supportive of designated aquatic life use

Class F: Grossly non-supportive of designated aquatic life use
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